COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In the Matter of:

REVIEW OF FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION’S TRIENNIAL REVIEW ORDER
REGARDING UNBUNDLING REQUIREMENTS
FOR INDIVIDUAL NETWORK ELEMENTS

CASE NO.
2003-00379

ALLTEL KENTUCKY, INC AND KENTUCKY ALLTEL, INC.
RESPONSE TO BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.’s
FIRST REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

ALLTEL Kentucky, Inc. and Kentucky ALLTEL, Inc. (“ALLTEL”) provide the
following responses to Bellsouth Telecommunications, Inc.’s (“Bellsouth”) First Requests for

Production of Documents (“RPD”).

REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

1. Produce all documents identified in response to BellSouth’s First Set of
Interrogatories.

Response: None were identified, other than publicly available documents.

2. Produce every business case in your possession, custody or control that evaluates,
discusses, analyzes or otherwise refers or relates to the offering of a qualifying
service in the State of Kentucky.

Response: _In accordance with the definition of “Qualifying Service” as

referenced in Section 51.5 of Title 47 of the Code of Federal Regulations,

ALLTEL does not provide qualifying services and as such questions pertaining




to, or requesting information based on, qualifying services are not applicable to

ALLTEL.
Produce all documents referring or relating to the average monthly revenues you
receive from end user customers in Kentucky to whom you only provide qualifying

service.

Response: See ALLTEL’s response to RPD No. 2.

Produce all documents referring or relating to the average number of access lines you
provide to end user customers in Kentucky to whom you only provide qualifying
service.

Response: See ALLTEL’s response to RPD No. 2.

Produce all documents referring or relating to the average monthly revenues you
receive from end user customers in Kentucky to whom you only provide non-
qualifying service.

Response: ALLTEL objects to this request for production insofar as the request

is vague, ambiguous, overly broad, imprecise and is not reasonably calculated to

lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to and without waiving the
foregoing objections, see response to BellSouth Interrogatory No. 29.

Produce all documents referring or relating to the average monthly revenues you
receive from end user customers in Kentucky to whom you provide both qualifying

and non-qualifying service.

Response: See ALLTEL’s response to RPD No. 2.



10.

Produce all documents referring or relating to the average number of access lines you
provide to end user customers in Kentucky to whom you provide both qualifying and
non-qualifying service.

Response: See ALLTEL’s response to RPD No. 2.

Provide all documents referring or relating to the classifications used by Company to
offer service to end user customers in Kentucky (e.g., residential customers, small
business customers, mass market customers, enterprise customers, or whatever type
of classification that you use to classify your customers).

Response: ALLTEL objects to this request for production insofar as the request

is vague, ambiguous, overly broad, imprecise and is not reasonably calculated to

lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to and without waiving the

foregoing objections, see ALLTEL’s tariffs on file with the Commission.

Produce all documents referring or relating to the average acquisition cost for each
class or type of end user customer served by Company, as requested in BellSouth’s
First Set of Interrogatories, No. 34.

Response: ALLTEL does not track acquisition costs for new ILEC customers

therefore there are no associated documents to produce.

Produce all documents referring or relating to the typical churn for each class or type
of end user customer served by Company, as requested in BellSouth’s First Set of
Interrogatories, No. 35.

Response:

See Exhibit A.




11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Produce all documents referring or relating to how Company determines whether to
serve an individual customer’s location with multiple DSOs or with a DS1 or larger
transmission system.

Response: None

Produce all documents referring or relating to the typical or average number of DSOs
at which Company would choose to serve a particular customer with a DS1 or larger
transmission system as opposed to multiple DSO, all other things being equal.

Response: None

Produce all documents referring or relating to the cost of capital used by Company in
evaluating whether to offer a qualifying service in a particular geographic market.
Response: See ALLTEL’s response to RPD No. 2.

Produce all documents referring or relating to the time period used by Company in
evaluating whether to offering a qualifying service in a particular geographic market
(e.g., one year, five years, ten years or some other time horizon over which a project
is evaluated)?

Response: See ALLTEL’s response to RPD No. 2.

Produce all documents referring or relating to your estimates of sales expense when
evaluating whether to offer a qualifying service in a particular geographic market.

Response: See ALLTEL’s response to RPD No. 2.

Produce all documents referring or relating to your estimates of general and
administrative (G&A) expenses when evaluating whether to offer a qualifying service
in a particular geographic market.

Response: See ALLTEL’s response to RPD No. 2.




17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Produce all documents referring or relating to any complaints by Company or its end
user customers about individual hot cuts performed by BellSouth since January 1,

2000.

Response: BellSouth has not performed any hotcuts for ALLTEL therefore this

request is not applicable.

Produce all documents referring or relating to a batch hot cut process used by any
ILEC in the BellSouth region that is acceptable to Company or that Company
believes is superior to BellSouth’s batch hot cut process.

Response: None.

Produce all documents referring or relating to an individual hot cut process used by
any ILEC in the BellSouth region that is acceptable to Company or that Company
believes is superior to BellSouth’s individual hot cut process.

Response: None.

Produce all documents referring or relating to a batch hot cut process used by any
ILEC outside the BellSouth region that is acceptable to Company or that Company
believes is superior to BellSouth’s batch hot cut process.

Response: None.

Produce all documents referring or relating to an individual hot cut process used by
any ILEC outside the BellSouth region that is acceptable to Company or that
Company believes is superior to BellSouth’s individual hot cut process.

Response: None.




Respectfully submitted,

ALLTEL Kentucky, Inc
Kentucky ALLTEL, Inc.

By: \JAMIMQ M. \‘\&Jé@b«g/

James H. Newberry, Jr.

Noelle M. Holladay

Whryatt, Tarrant & Combs, LLP
Attorneys for Kentucky ALLTEL, Inc.
1600 Lexington Financial Center
Lexington, KY 40507-1746
Telephone:  859-233-2012
Facsimile: 859-259-0649

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of the foregoing Responses to BellSouth’s Document
Requests were served on parties participating in electronic transmission by electronic mail, and
that all other parties on the attached service list were notified by letter of the filing of this
document, and were given an opportunity to receive a paper copy of this document by making a

request to the undersigned attorney.

This A(\,\:i\ay of December, 2003.

Alicte WS,

Noelle M. Holladay Y
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